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' I !

; " i _ 12NO WEST_IV 2300/2 (8-70) !

m
I_TER_

IThls record is to be used for Doth INCOMING and OUTGOING calls) ROUTI_

0

SUBJ: NAg ALAMEDA VERIFICATION STUDY REVIEW COMMENTS i e

REF: (a)Conversationbetween WESTNAVFACENGCOM (Code 1142) A. Donq and (Code 1142E _ n
L. Lew/DOHS S. Cimperman and P. Williams/RWQCB R. Clawson _ _

Date:iiOct1985 Time:0930 _>
4,

_California Regional Water QualiV _ s. _
To: Control Board 6. _

_ ___SanFran_iScoCA94607BayRegion i

.IIIIJacKsonStreet,Room 6040 7.

_akland, -- 8.
m

CONFIRMATION OF TECHNICAL ANO/O R,POLICY MATTERS DISCUSSED AND/OR RESOLVED BY REFERENCE (A)

I. A meeting was held on 11 October 1985 to discuss State of California Department m

of Health Services and Regional Water Quality Control Board comments on Wahler
Associates' Verification Step Report for NAS Alameda. The following items wer_ z
discussed:

X

2. General Comments F
z

a. It. was not clear to the DOHSwhether the appropriate test methods (throughout _
thestudy) were used (soil versus water sample tes_ng methods), z

:{: b. For all new wells, soil samples should be taken in conjunction with the well >C
drilling. ¢

c. DOHS felt that the discussion on sampling equipment was too brief

J

d.. The report,lacked a di._cussionof quality assurance techniques, u•

e. Additional sampling andtesting need not be extensive. Samples can be 0
• ¢

composited. L

3..1946-1956DisposalArea

a. Total oil and grease testing is desirable.

b. Why were PCB's not tested for?

c. Additional radiological testing is desirable:

1. resample/analyze same area to determine if levels are still elevated.

2. background samples should be taken and analyzed.

CALL PLJ_CED/'rAKEN BY (Signatu*e) !INFORtvI_._i_(_IJ;_"RELEASE',/'L_BY (Signature)

Mutual understanding of the above will De assumed if no CO : /

/advice to the contrary is receiveQ within one week.



, TED_.EPHONECALL/CONFERENCE CONFIRMATION
'_ _o wfs-r_,v =3oo/=(s.70) i Page 2 of 3

i, t

; m

INTER_
(This record is to De usecl for both INCOMING and OUTGOING calls) _,OgTI 0

SUBJ: NAS ALAMEDA VERIFICATION STUDY. REV_IEWCOMMENTS 11. c

REF: (a)Conversationbetween WESTNAVFACENGCOM (Code 1142)A. Dong and (Code 1142E)12" m

L. Lew/DOHS S. Cimperman and P• WilIiams/RWQCB R. Clawson o
Date: 11 Oct 1985 Time: 0930 i3. >

14.r .,i
l

<
!5. Pl

F-California Regional Water Quality -- _
Control Board _6. Z

To: San Franclsco Bay ReGion ,_
iiii Jackson Steet, [doom 6040 !7. mz

L.1)akland,CA 94607 !
- !_." i

m

CONFIRMATION OF TECHNICAL ANO/QR-P_LICY MATTERS E)ISCUSSED _ND/OR.RESE)LVED _" _EFERENCE (A) "
m

3. perhaps QA/QC problem. Did lab use standard methods? Ld

'4.; what were possible sources of radiation in the area? z- W
0-

d_ A more detailed description of soil gas testing is desired X• W

4. Bld_s301/389 zw

a. One boring at a depth of about 3 feet was suggested by RWQCB Analyze for z•
PCB_andtrichlorobenzene to determine if PCB has migrated with time to a lower depth ,_>

• with thecarrier. _ o

_. b. Are old aerial photos available? If storage areas are shown on the'so photos _-'
a,sampl_ should be taken at these areas.

5. CANS C-2 Area w u

a. Why weren't solvents tested for? 0

._ b. Levels of contaminants found are amazingly low considering the reported r_

spi Ilages.

c. Question again of whether correct method was used. Was method 3050 used
(metals - after acid digestion of soil)?

d'. What is in the tanks near $586 on figure 5?

e. RWQCB_)ncurred with the reports' recommendation TOt resampling and recommend-
ed testing by Methods 624 and 625 since solvents had been stored in this area•

(_

CALL PLACED/TAKEN BY (Slgnatu,e) IINFORMATIE)N RELEASED 8Y (Signature)

Mutual understancllng of the aDove will be assumed if no COPIES
"rE):

to the contrary is received witlnin one weel<. !
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(This record is to be useQ for 13otn INCOMING ancl OUTGOING callS) _OUTIN _r_

1 "i SUBJ: NASALAMEDAVERIFICATION_STUDY.REVIEWCOHgE_TS _.
REF: (a) Conversation between WESTNAVFACENGCOM(Code 1142A) A. Dong and (Code 1142E £. oU

C
L. Lew/DOHSS. Cimperman and P. Williams/RWQCB R. Clawson _ n

Date: II Oct ' 1985 Time: 0930 13. m

14. _>

7 California Regional Water Quality --1 !5. e
Control Board ' _ o

To: San Francisco Bay Region I m
1111 Jackson Street, Room6040 ;7. _ _Z

L 0akland, CA 94607 _ ;r_. , m
l

Z

: !
m

i

CONFIRMATION OF TECHNICAL AND/OR POLICY MATTERS OISCUSSEE) _NO/OR C_E._OL_JEO _Y :RE.--ERE_CE {A) i
• I m

6. Area 97 I z

a. One time sampl ing/testing of monitoring wel I s doesn't tell you much. ,,,
z

b. A more detailed discussien of what has been done is desired. ,,,
o.
X

c. RWQCBwould like to review the proposed soil/gas study plan. The study "'
should be augmented with the installation of monitoring wells _"• Z

. i_'. :E
7_ B_d9 360Platin9 Shop z. II:

l,i

a.lsoa Samples should be •taken not only in crawl space beneath building, but >in a wider area outside of Bldg 360. Should analyze soil and water for.
metals, cyanide, and acids to determinethe lateral extent of contamination.

<

8. Seaplane La(_oon_- u
u

a. Was correct PCBmethod used?
o

• b. OOHS Steve Cimperman will look over further and provide us with any L
additional commentshe mayhaveat a later time. _

9. WestBeachLandfill

a. DOHSSteve Cimperman will look over further and provide comments, if any,
later.

CALL PLACED/T'AI_'EN BY (Signature) ';INFORMATION RELEASE[::) 8Y (SignaIure)

unclerstancllng of the aOove will be assumecl if no IICOPIE $
"TO:Mutual

r

advice to the contrary is received witl_in one week. I


